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Chief Secretary on the bench. " It's brutal to put into words, but
really, if Mr. G, stood aside more, we might get on better/' Morley
"put aside the impious thought," but agreed that this consum-
mation might save parliamentary time. (Morley, Recollections, i,
pp. 359-360,) For all this, Mr. Gladstone's last fight was a miracle
of moral and intellectual vigour, breasting and breaking every sort
of obstacle.
Asquith, whose name was on the back of the Bill, contributed a
speech on its second reading (14th April, 1893) which The Times
conceded to make " perhaps as good a case for his clients as anyone
who had yet spoken on the same side." A good speech, but a
typical lawyer's !- Yet Asquith's method in debate, whether on this
or other occasions, was lawyer-like only in its verbal idiom. His
speeches, or some of them, are fairly thickly studded with " if and
when," and " unless and until," " material and relevant," " by
reason only that," and " provided always "—the convenient but
unlovely patois of our Statute Law. But they are oddly free from
many of the shortcomings commonly and with some justice imputed
to forensic eloquence. So far from contesting small points he had a
habit, most galling to an opponent, of making him a " present " of
them. Barristers tend to concentrate on the weakness of the
enemy's position, and to evade or ignore its strength ; Asquith was
disposed both by temperament and habit to attack its centre. Nor
did many speakers eschew so rigidly the cheap, the specious, or the
sentimental. His terseness again contrasted favourably with the
prolixity and self-repetition which is the besetting sin of some
popular advocates. The present speech was a closely reasoned
defence of three propositions : First, that the Bill preserved Imperial
supremacy : secondly that it conferred on Ireland a real and not an
illusory autonomy: and thirdly that it afforded adequate safeguards
for the Irish minority. He found occasion, in the course of it, to fire
a " whiff of grape-shot " at Mr. Chamberlain, who had alleged that
the Bill handed over Ireland to the unscrupulous and discredited
leaders of the Nationalist party, " Does he need to be reminded/*
asked the Home Secretary, " that in 1885 and as late as the beginning
of 1886, he was the author of proposals to entrust to these very men
and to their leader Mr, Parnell the position of Chief Secretary for
Ireland ? " He went on to dwell caustically on the <e preposterous ?'
claim of Ulster that because she disliked Home Kule the rest of
Ireland must go without it; and ended with a finely phrased
encomium on the Prime Minister.

